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Application Papers 
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10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 02 December 2004 is/are: a)0 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: the phrase "the 
coating" is unclear because it has no antecedent basis. For the purposes of examining 
the claim on its merits, the Examiner has treated "the coating" as the "protection against 
oxidation" of claim 1. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meijer (US 3,105,867) (of record) in view of Leroy et al. (US 3,868,277). 

Regarding claim 1 , Meijer teaches a glass lamp vessel which is closed in a 
gastight manner (Fig. 1; Column 1, lines 61-67) by means of a seal and which contains 
an electric element (Fig. 1, 3 & 5; Column 1, lines 61-67), current conductors made of 
molybdenum and connected to said electric element (Column 1 , line 69 to Column 2, 
line 6), which conductors are partly embedded in the seal and are partly provided with 
means for protection against oxidation (Column 1 , lines 27-30). Meijer fails to teach 
wherein the materials for protection against oxidation are chromium-manganese, 
chromium-cobalt, chromium-iron, or chromium-boron alloys. Leroy teaches in the same 
field of endeavor of oxidation protection materials wherein an oxidation resistant coating 
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material is a chromium-cobalt alloy (Column 1, lines 17-22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
choose from one of the materials disclosed by Leroy for the oxidation protection 
material, since it has been held to be within the general skill of the worker in the art to 
select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use. See MPEP 
2144.07. 

Regarding claim 5, Meijer further discloses wherein oxidation protection coating 
layer has a layer thickness of at least 1 |jm and at most 6 pm (Fig. 2; Column 2, lines 1- 
6 and lines 32-40). 

Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meijer (US 3,105,867) (of record) and Leroy et al. (US 3,868,277) in view of Scruggs 
(US 3,235,379). 

Regarding claims 2 and 3, Meijer and Leroy teach the invention of claim 1 
wherein the alloy is a chromium-cobalt alloy. Meijer and Leroy fail to teach wherein the 
alloy contains 80 to 99 atom percent of chromium, as required by claim 2, and wherein 
the alloy contains 94 to 96 atom percent of chromium, as required by claim 3. Scruggs 
teaches a chromium-cobalt alloy with between 10% and 100% of chromium, by weight, 
(Table 1; Table 2; Column 3, lines 18-21) in order to provide a malleable and ductile 
chromium-cobalt alloy (Column 1, lines 14-16). Since the atomic weights of chromium 
(51.996) and cobalt (58.9332) are similar, the Examiner considers the weight 
percentages of chromium in Scruggs to teach the atom percents of chromium claimed in 
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claims 2 and 3. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify the invention of Meijer and Leroy to have the chromium-cobalt alloy 
compositions disclosed by Scruggs in order to provide a malleable and ductile alloy. 

Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meijer (US 3,105,867) (of record) in view of Schneider (US 3,932,198). 

Regarding claims 1 and 4, Meijer teaches a glass lamp vessel which is closed in 
a gastight manner (Fig. 1 ; Column 1 , lines 61-67) by means of a seal and which 
contains an electric element (Fig. 1, 3 & 5; Column 1, lines 61-67), current conductors 
made of molybdenum and connected to said electric element (Column 1 , line 69 to 
Column 2, line 6), which conductors are partly embedded in the seal and are partly 
provided with means for protection against oxidation (Column 1, lines 27-30). Meijer 
fails to teach wherein the material for protection against oxidation is chromium- 
manganese. Schneider teaches in the same field of endeavor of oxidation protection 
materials wherein an oxidation resistant coating material is a chromium-manganese 
alloy (Column 2, lines 12-26). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to choose from one of the materials 
disclosed by Schneider for the oxidation protection material, since it has been held to be 
within the general skill of the worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of 
its suitability for the intended use. See MPEP 2144.07. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne M. Hines whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2285. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00- 
4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on (571) 272-2457. The fax phone, number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





